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[ſue of that Trial : yet their Miſſionaries do fil 
in their private application to ſuch as have not 
time, or ability to read the Fathers, confidently af- 
firm, that all the Ancient Councils and Primitive 
Doctors are on their fide. This bold aſſertion hath 


been ſufficiently confuted, by many large and learn- 


ed Treatiſes, and is abundantly diſproved by their 
inventing ſo many ſparious, and corrupting ſo many 
genuine Tracts of the holy Fathers, by their reject- 
ing ſo many Councils and parts of Councils, (ſome 
of which were formerly approved and owned by their 
on Popes) by their Index Expurgatorius, and by 
| Baronius himſelf, one half of whoſe Voluminous 


Hiſtory is manifeſtly ſpent in warding off the blows, 


\ which the doctrine and practice of Antiquity gives 

to the opinions and uſages of his beloved Church: 
yet ſince thoſe who are moſt in danger to be miſled 
by their own reverence for the Venerable name of 
Antiquity, and theſe mens arrogant claims to it, 
are not likely to read all theſe things ; I hope it may 
be ſerviceable to W a few of the plaineſt 
5 | 2 | 72 
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— . 
inflances, and put them into a little room, that ſo | 
without much labour, they may diſcern the preſent 
Religion of the Roman Church, is quite different 
from that profeſt by the Primitive ages: and if it 
do but put ſuch as are attacked upon a ſerious in- 
guiting [4 their own Guides (many of which are 

very Skilful in theſe ancient Writers) they are ſafe ; 

becauſe the only advantage of ſuch as do aſſault 
them, is when men take their bare words, and be- | . 
lieve their general brags, without inquiring into ] 
- particulars: wherefore I ſhall defire ſuch ſeriouſly 

to read this little Tract, and as the former did 
ew the holy Scriptures were oppoſite to them, fo 
this will make it evident, that Councils and Fa- 
thers, and Church Hiſtory are againſt them in 
thoſe points: S that, if Genuine Antiquity may 

be Jake, theirs is the Neu, and ours the Old 
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DIALOGUE 


Between a 


| PROTESTANT MINISTER 
And one of his 


' PARISHIONERS, | 


Who K been Attempted 
"NY" *& 


ROMISH PRIEST. 


PARISHIONER 


IR, I come to acquaint you, that altho. 
Ne by the good Inſtructions I had received 
„From you, I was enabled to anſwer all 
z rboſe planſible Arguments taken from. 
— Ex] Scripture, by which the Romiſh Prieſt, 

endeavoured to draw. me from my Reli- 
gion, yet be had the Confidence to ſet upon me again, 
and without urging any thing further out of Goa's 
Mord, he began to tell me, that the Ancient Fathers 
and Councils avere the beſt Interpreters of Scripture, 


ana mat meg. all determined o on their ſide as to all 
A 3 | —_—_— 
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6. The Plauſille Arguments f 4 


the points diſcourſed of between ws. I deſired him 
to make this out to you, who were able ro judge of 
his Authorities, but this he declined, on pretence it 
was my Information only which he deſignea, and 
| Kere He was 7 to go on with his Diſcourſe : 
ut ſeeing I have little Skill in Antiquity, and found 
a great reaſon before to rely on his, Integrity, I re- 
ſolved to give an account to you (who are the Guide 
of my Soul) of the Subſtance of what he ſaid, and ro 
requeſt you to inform me what is the ſenſe of Anti- 
quity in all theſe points. 3 
Prot. Min. I ſhall freely comply with your Defire, 
and do exceedingly commend your Prudence, that you 
would not truſt the partial Relation of one Side only, 


in a matter wherein your Soul was concerned, nor go off | 


from the Church in which you were baptized (as too 
many do) without ever conſulting with us, who are 
your ſpiritual Guides, and can eafily ſhew you the 
Falſhoad of theſe Pretences. e indeed is a 
large Field, and I muſt be endleſs if I ſhould bring in 
all the paſſages thereof which vindicate us, and con- 
demn t ow z — I will only give you a few of 
the plaineſt proo n every point, deſiring you to 
ws 13 them in E the bay his 
pretences upon each head. | 
Pariſh. Thall gratefully accept yaur kind offer; 
and IJ remember he firſt aſſured me, the Holy Fathers 
did not make the Scriptures the fole Rule of Faith. 
Pot. Min. Lafirm the Fathers do. (with us) make 
Scripture the ſole Rule of Faith, and therefore ſay, The 
holy aud divine Scriptures are of themſelves abun- 
dantly ſuffecient for declaring the Truth a. Tnthoſe 
things which are plaiuly laid down in holy Scripture, 


are found all that relates to Faith or Manners. 


The Scriptures fix the Rule of our Doctrine . They. 
are the exact Ballance and Rule a. In the 87 5 


Athen, ont. con; Idol. b Rog. de dock. Chrift. I. 2. c. 9. 


dem de bon. vid, c. 1. 4 Chryſoſt. Hom. 13. in 2. fd Corinth. 
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firms they cited Traditions alſo, and 


| Doctors, of which the ancient Councils are full, and 


and Preſumprion to prefor human Tradition before 
| God's ZLaw': And bid the people flourly reſiſt 


8 of God would. deſtroy that ubich . Men fe 
e 


. (\Rowiſh Prigſi daſiver'd, 5 
and holy Myſtertes of Faith not the leaſt thing inuſt 
be tanght without Holy Mrir agree td it. And 
therefore Conſtantius daſired the Biſhops in the Council 


of Nice, To ſeek por a So/ttion'of 40 rbrir Doubts 
| from the divinely inſpired Sari gtures f. And in all 


eminent Councils aftarwards, 7 be boly Gaſpetsi ere 


paced on 4 Throne, refreſoutiug Chriſt the" bea of 


the Counctl, and diretting the Brfhops tu judge rig bis- 
01s judgments: . And therefore — ancien 2 
and Fathers cite places of Scripture tu confute Horoticks 
and — kt ot du 114110 Þ 41709 Mets: 

Pariſh. The Prieſt ſaith, Be doth not deny; hut 
they ſpałe reverently of Sori gture, hu thin he af- 
14 gave” as nuch 
regard to them as to holy. Soripturee 
Prot. Min. The Fathers cite Traditions fos the 
moſt part only in caſe of Rites and Ceremonies; and 
Matters of Difſcipline, but very rarely in Matters of 
Faith h. And if they did cite any Traditions in that 
caſe, they were written Teftimonies of the preceding 


they received theſe Traditions; Firſt, becauſe they 
were agreeable 2 i. And Secondly, becauſe 
they were not the ſenſe of one Perſon, or one Church, 
but were taught and believed alavays, every where, 
amd hy all k. And therefore they call it Obſtinacy 


thoſe who. rejected God's Commandments to eſta- 
bliſh their own Traditions n ; affirming, the Sword 


under the Name of — —.— Tradition, without 

the Authority and Teſtimony of Scripture n. Ob- 

1 1 | 2 A 4 411 ſerving, 

Cyril. Cat. 4. “ Conſtantin Epiff. ap. Binium. T. r. p. 309 

& Cyril. Apol. ad Theodoſ. de Synod. Epheſ. EE: 
h, Tertul. de Coxmil, cap, 4. Baſil. de -Spir, Sanct. cap. 25. Aug. 

ep. 118. i Cypr. Ep. 63. ad Cæcilianu m. 

* Vincenk. Lirin. contr. bær. cap. 3. Cypr. ad Pomp. ep. 7. 

= AdPiebemEp.40, Fron iv A862 Proph. cop. 1. 


Fp Phan ſibls Argument f f 4 
ſerving, that when Hereticks were reproved by Scrip- 
ture, they rejected their Authority, ſaying, None could 
find: out Truth excepr rhey knew the Apoſtles Tra- 
dition as vel} as their Writings o. And the Mani- 
Thees pretending they had fome Apoſtolical Traditions 
differing from their Writings; St. Auguſtiu ſaid, 
T bis did ſuppoſe the Apoſties were ill Men, to ſpeak 
one hing and write another vd. And the firſt time 
that Ver I can reniem ber Tradition was pretended in a 
matter of Faith without Scripture, was in that ignorant 
and corrupt Council, which ſet up Image- worſhip, 
abb ve yo Years after Chriſt a. 

Pariſſi. Sir, N hen I laſt diſcourſes. this Gentleman, 
T.then fpewed him that: their Traditions were many 
of them contrary to Scripture, and now I perceive 
rhe Fathers for that very reaſon, would have rejected 
rhem as well as we:. Brit he told me, I was miſtaken 
iu but; for the Fathers valued the Traditions uf 
the Church above the Scripture, aud that St. Auguſ- 
tin ſata, He would not have believed the Goſpel, but 
that he was moved by the Authority of the Catholick 
Ghurech ds, : Nen $1563: boris: 0 

rot. Miu. There is ſuch a ſaying in St. a 
but-they-apply it falſly when they gather from thence, 
that the Fraditions of any one particular Church (as 


on 7 1011 
tw + we s 4 


that of Rome is) are to be valued equal to the Scrip- | 


ture: For even Popiſp Authors ſay, that St. Aug. here 
takes the Church for the Primitive Congregation of 
the. Faithful which ſaw ani heard Chriſt, and were 
His Witneſſes: Ard that He is to be underſtood of 
the Cat halic Church, which was from the Beginning 
of Chriſtianity, according to the Succeſſion of Biſhops 
.euor till now, taking in the Apoſtles themſelves i. 
And be ſides, to bear witneſs to a Book that it is God's 
Word, as the Church doth, gives the Church no Au- 
r 1 8 TROY tone? oh oe be | thorit y 
* Irenzts adv. Hæref. I. 3 C. 2. P Aug, contri adverſar. Leg. 
& Proph. I. 2. c. 1. 4 Concil. Niczn. 2. Bin. Tom, 3. pax. f. 
p. 0 Ang. contri Ep. Fund. c. 5. * Jo. Gerſon de Vit. 
Spirit. lect. 2. Priedo de Ecci. Scrip. & dogm. l. 4. c 4. 
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' Romiſh Prieſt, Anſwer'd. 
thority over that Book, to alter or contradi& it, no 


more than the Witneſſes of my Father's Will can alter 
what he there ſet down. Hence, a zealous Romaniſt 


| faith, He cannot approve of their Pride, <vho by rea- 


fon of this ſaying of St. Auguſtin, world have rhe 


Fathers Decrees ro be of more Authority, Honour 


and Weight, than the Authority of the Scripture, 
aohich (ſaith he) is as fooliſh as to pretend Philip was 
nn. than Chriſt, becauſe he brought Nathanael 
to Chriſt uw. | | 

Pariſh. He further ſaid, you breed nothing but 
Differences and Diviſions among your People by let- 


ring them read the Scripture: it were better for 


them to take their Faith upon the Church's Autho- 
rity, as they did of old. 


Prot. Min. This is one of their modern Roman 
Policies; but it is contrary to the Practice of the an- 


cient Church: for the Old Teſtament was tranſlated 
into Greek, and the New writ in that Language, be- 
cauſe it was then the moſt common Language, and be- 
canſe the Gentiles ſhould not plead they could not 


underſtand it x. Moreover (that the common! People of 


all Nations might read it) as ſoon as any Country was 


converted, the Scripture was turned into that Lauguage: 


ſo Ulf1as tranſlated it into Gothic y, and Bede the 
Goſpel into Sax07 . Hence came the Æthiopick *, 
Arabick, Perſian, Syriack, and other Verſions ot 
Holy Writ d: Yea the Bible was firſt put into Latin, 
that the common People of Rome might read it: And 
accordingly, the Fathers exhort Lay-men to read the 


Holy Scripture, and commend them tor ſo doing ©; 


Hear me, O ye Lay-men (ſaith St. Chryſoſtoia) I ex- 
Bort you all to procure for your ſelves Bibles, which 
are rhe Medicanes for your Souls; adviſing them, 


* Tho, Waldenſ Doctri. I. 2. c.21. * Clem, Alex. Strom. I 1, 


y Ihdor. Chronol. z Gul. Malmſ. I. 1. c. 3. 


2 Ladolf iS Abe®l x. £% 46 b Pre tar, ad Bibl. Polyglot. 


© Aug. de Temp. Ser. 55. Sidon. A pol, 1, 4. Ep. 9. 
4 Chry ſoſtom. Hom. in Coloſſ. 9. 
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To The Plauſible Argumente of a 
' Not only to hear it at Church, but to read it diligently 
ar home © Lea, they require, that Women ſhall 
read the Scripture *, and teach their little Children al 
fo to dos: wherefore, they difown that unlawful Policy 


merely becauſe ſome make an ill uſe of it. 8 
Pari ſh. Bur he told ine, the Liberty of readiug 


to judge of the Senfe of Scripture; for the Ancients 
held, That the Church was the ſole Interpreter of 
Scripture. | 7 1 18 : 
Prot. Min. Il know none that ever hindred the 
People then from underſtanding the Scripture as well 
as they could; indeed the Ancients adviſe them, in dif- 
ficult places to conſult their Paſtors; . but thoſe Paſtors 


right Reaſon, or to another Text, or to the Apology of 
Faith. Pope [nocent (without excepting himfelt or 
His See) ſaith, It ig lattſul for nd man to interpret 
Scripture otherwiſe than right » Reaſon permits k.: 
And another Pope affirms, hat thoſe things which 
zwwere delivered by the Apoſtles, could neither be aug- 
mented or aimmifped by him i, And when the Fa- 
thers met in Councils, zhey proanced Scripture. for 
their ſeveral Opinions, aud for a long time weighea 
the Teſtimones with a wholſomg Moderation k. and 
they did not produce the Senſe of any one Church, but 


. cited the written Teſtimonies of all preceding Fathers 


concerning the meaning of any diſputable Texts, and 
| fo proved their Expoſition to be according to the Senſe 
of the whole Catholick Church. 222 1011 
. Pariſh. You have now granted that the Scripture 
3 70 be expounded accoraing to the-Senſe of the Ca- 
| rholic Church; and he ſaith, it is plain the Ancients 
. took the Roman Church to be the Catholic Church. 
e dem Hom. 29. in libr. Geneſ. f Hieron. ad Demetr. Ep. 8. 
i & ad Furiam. Ep. 10. s Idem ad Lætam. Ep. 7. Did: 
u Innocent, prim. Ep. 23. i Epitt, Pa p. Celeſt. in Concilio 
Epheſin. * Cyprian. ad Anton. Ep. 52, ä * 


frenifies little, ſince the People of ol4 were not allowed 


had no liberty to interpret any Scripture contrary to 


of theirs, to take away a thing which God commands, 
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Romiſh Prieſt, Anſwer d. It 
Pot. Min. The Ancients took the Church of 


Rome for a particular Church, and other Biſhopscalled 
the Biſhop of Roize, Brother and Fellow- Miniſter i. 


| The firſt general Council limits his Juriſdiction to the 


Suburbicatian Regions, which did not include all 


Italy m; and the ſupreme Power in [raly was in 


St. Ambroje as well as Damaſus n: Yea the Pope is 
called by the Ancients, 7 he Bifoop of one City o; and 
an African Council did decree, he ſhould not be called 
the Univerſal Biſhop v. He was of old but one of the 
Five Patriarchs; and when he took the Title of Uni- 
verſal Biſhop, the Biſhops of Conſtantinople, Alexa 
Aria, &c. took the ſame Title. Indeed when the Ro- 


man Biſhop was Orthodox, Roe was counted a Ca- 


tholick Church: And ſo when the Biſhop of Aurioch 
was Orthodox, ſuch as communicated with him were 
faid to communigate with the Catholic Church 4. 
And the Emperor faith of Feraſalem, That all re- 
ſpeed that Church as the Mother of Chriſtianity, 


ſo that none 4ared to ſeparate themſelves from it: 


So alſo the Biſhop of Rome's Faith is ſometimes com- 


e 


mended, becauſe it agreed with the Faith of the Bi- 
ſhop of Alexandria ſ. And the Pope, upon his Elec- 
tion, uſed (like other Biſhops) to write to all his 
Neighbours, to certify them of his holding the true 
Faith *; and he owned himſelf obliged to keep the 
Canons, ſaying, Te Authority of his See could neither 
alter nor contradict the Starntes of the Holy Fa- 
thers uv. And if this abſurd Notion of the Roman 
Church's Senſe being the Senſe of the Cathalick (be 


1 Cypr. in Epiſt. ad Cornel. & ad Stephan. 

m Concil. Nicæn Can. 6. & Bevereg. Not. ibid. 

» Sulpitius Sever. p. 424. EY A 

o Hieron. Catal. Script. in Polycarp. & adverſ. Vigilant. p. 162. 
Optat. Milev, I. 1. p. 37. | = 

5 Bin. Tom. 1. p. 534. 

Monument. Eccleſ. Grzc. per Cotel. Tom. 11. p. 361. 

r juſtin. Epiſt. ad Papam Hormiſd. Bin. Tom. II. par. 1. 

© Baron. Annal. An. 454 © Decret, Epitt. paſſins 

v Epiſt, Zozimi Bin, Tom. p. 718. 
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12 The Planfible Arguments of 4 


the Emperor and Biſhops to have been at ſo much 
Charge and Trouble to call and meet in General 


had been believed of old, there had been no need for 


Councils; for it had been no more but writing to | 


Rome, and there they might have had the Senſe of 
the Catholic Church; but thoſe forging Monks, who 
(as one of their own late Authors tells us) have corrupt- 
ed ancient Books, could not find the Word Roman 
Catholick Church, and ſo impudently put it into the 


printed Epiſtles of the Popes of the fourth and fifth 


Centuries; ſo that wherever there was theſe Words, 
Carholick and Apoſtolick Church, they have now made 
it Roman Catholick and Apoſtolick Church *; which 


Forgery would not have been needful, if Antiquity had 


believed (as they without any ground affirm) That the 
Roman was the Catholick Church, 

Pariſh. He tells me, you love ro diſparage their 
Church; but ſaith, if you ſo pleaſed, you might bring 


in as many Proofs out of Antiquity, that rhe Biſhop. 


of Rome was counted Succeſſor ro St. Peter, wwho was 
ſuperior to all the Apoſtles, and Chriſt's ſole Vicar 
upon Earth, q | FOE: 

Prot. Min. It is not much for their Church's Credit 
that barely relating Paſſages of Antiquity ſhould be 
to diſparage her; but pray, Sir, let me give you the 


Senſe of the Ancients about St. Perer's Supremacy, 


for which there is not the leaſt ground in Scripture, as 
you told him; and I aſſure you there is as little 
ground for it in Antiquity; for the Fathers ſay, T he 
other Apoſtles were what Peter was, and endowed 
with equal Shares of Honour and Power y; aud 
that St. Paul compareth himſelf not only to the other 
Apoſtles, but to the chief of them, ſhewing that 
every one of them had equal Power . The whole 
World was intruſted with them all in common =. 


The 


* Annot, in Canones pœnitent. Theodori p. 99. & 107. 
Cypr. de Unitate Eccleſiæ. Ifidor. de Offic. I. 2. c. 25. 
* Chry ſoſt. in Gal, cap. 2. ver. 8. ® Idem Tom. VIII p. 115. 
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Romiſh Prieſt, Anſener d. 3 
The Strength of the Church is equally ſettled on them 
all b: Yea, a Cardinal of their own, being convinced 
by this Evidence, declares, It ig truly affirmed, that 
all the Afoſtles were equal to Peter in Poꝛver e: And 
though ſome of the Fathers do ſpeak great Things 


rhetorically of St. Peter, they ſay as great Things 


elſewhere of other Apoſtles; and the moſt they give 
him is but a Primacy of Order, not of Juriſdiction; 


whence St. Hierom ſaith, As Plato wwas the Prince of 


the Philoſophers, ſo was Peter of the Apoſtles 4: for 


none can imagine Plato had any Power over the reſt 


of the Philoſophers. The beſt Authority for this pre- 
tended Supremacy, are certain Decretal Epiſtles in the 


Name of the old Popes for near four hundred Years 


together, which the learned Romaniſts confeſs to have 
been forged by a later Writer e; and theſe Epiſtles do 
every where moſt nauſeate and flatter the Roman 
Church with this Supremacy, of which there is no- 


thing in genuine Antiquity: befides, though there be 


good Evidence that St. Peter was _—y of Antioch *, 
yet ſome of their own Authors have denied his ever 
eing at Rome s; and others cannot agree about the 


time h: fo that it is not very certain he ever was Bi- 
ſhop of Rome; but if he were, he could not give the 


ſucceeding Biſhops of that City any more Power than 


he himſelf had, which was at moit but a Primacy of 


Order ; and what Privileges that See might have from 
St. Petey, it can hold no longer than that Biſhop 
keeps to the truly Apoſtolical Faith; © For he hath not 


« Peter's Inheritance, who inherits not Peter's Faith i, 


* and a Succeſſion in Piety is the true Succeſſion * ; for 
| 0 | 35 oa. % he 


8 Hieron. in Jovin. I. I. e 14. < Cufan. Concord. Cath. 1. 2. c. 13. 
4 Hieron. dial. adv. Pelag. J. 1. 1 5 
e Cuſan, de Concord. Cathol. I. 2. c. 34. Jo. de Turrecrem. de 


Eccleſ. I. 2. c. 101. Jo, de Driedo de dogm. & Scrip. Eccleſ. I. 1. c. 2. 


f Theodoret, Hiſt. I. 5. c. 6. & Epiit. 86. 

8 Aventin. An. I. 2. p. 89. | | 

h Scalig. in Euſeb. p. 189. Valeſ. in Euſeb. I. 2. c. 16. * 
3 Ambr, de Pan. I. 1. c. 6. k Greg. Naz. Encom. in Athanaſ. 


Es 


14 The Planſible Arguments of a 
* he is not Apoſtolical who holds the Seat, but he 
* who embraces the Doctrine, and doth the Duty of 
* an Apoſtle; for the Scribes and Phariſces ſat in 
% Noſes s Chair ' ”. And for this Reaſon, all Ortho- 
dox Biſhops were called St. Pezer's Vicegerents ®, and 
Succeſſors to the Apoſtles. I z 
- Pariſh. However, he aſſerts that there is nothing | © 
plainer in Eccleſiaſtical Story, than that all the Bi- 
tops of the Nori have in all Aces oxened the Pope 
zo be the ſupreme Biſhop, aud have appealed to him 
in all Caſes; and he always called, and preſided in 
all great Councils, and confirmed their Decrees. 
Prot. Ain. There are innumerable Inſtances in the 
Church Hiſtory to confute this Aﬀertion; for there 
we find, Thas Peter, James, and John, thorgh Chriſt 
preferred them before all others, did not challenge | 
#be Primacy to themſelves, but choſe James the Fuſt | 
Bifpop of the A poſtles , and accordingly the Biſhop | 
of Jeryſalem preſided in the firſt great Council there®. | 
The Ajrican Biſhops did ſynodically excommunicate 
the Pope ?, and the Oriental Church firuck the Name 
of the Biſhop of Rozze our of their Diptychs à. St. 
Hilary „ e Pope Liberins ; which were 
odd Proceedings, if they thought him their Sovereign: 
but in thoſe days, every Biſhop had power to aumi- 
wifter to his own Church as he pleaſed; and no Appeals | 
were allowed then but only to their own ee | 
or the Synod of their own Province *: Yea, they ex- 
preſiy forbid Appeals to Rowe from Africa, and that 
in a folemn Council u. Tertullian refers only thoſe 
to go to Rome who lay near to {raly x. And the 
eccafion that made ſo many Orthodox Biſhops defire 
| 8 ©" 
Claud. Taurin. ap. Wolph. Mem. Led. Tom, I. p. 215. LE. 
m Capitularia, I. 1. c. 163. n Eufeb, I. 2. c. 1. „ Acts xv. 
v Victor. Chro. an. 10. poſt Conſul, Baſil. e 
4 Coteler. Tom. II. p. 140, 148. Hilar. Fragment. 


| 1 r. ad Steph. Papam Ep. 772 5 
— only * _— can. 5. Vid Bevereg. Annot. ibid. 


o Concil. Milev. cap. 22. Concil. Affric. can. 72. 4 : p 
* Tertul. de preſcript. c. 36. 1 
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| Romiſh Pr teſt, Anſwer d. 15 
to appeal to the Biſhop of Rowe was, becauſe the 


7 1 Biſhops of the Eaſt were then generally Arians. 


t is moſt evident, that two Biſhops of Rowe long 
after that refuſed the proud and encroaching Title of 
Univerſal Biſpop v. But an ill Succeſſor of theirs ſoon 

frer procured the bloody Uſurper Phocas to appoint, 


Atter 
| That the Roman Apoſtolical Church ſbould be the 


Head of all Churches *: But this ufurped Authority 
was always denied by the Eaſtern Churches, and the 


| Biſhop of Alexandria ſtill uſes the Title of Unmverſat 
' Biſhop, ana Fuage of the World a. And in the 
Weſt, the German Biſhops declared, That the Pope 


had no Power over them without their own Conſent Þ - 


yea, their own Authors confeſs the Rowan Biſhop had 


dut a limited Juriſdiction of old <; and Pope Paſchal 
once pretended to no more than Juriſdiction over Eu- 


rope only, as Succeſſor to Peter and Paul d; yet even 


that was more than was allowed him. And we find 
| other a did ſometimes do thoſe things which the 

Roman Bi 

Sri of Aleranaria once had the Primacy of acting 


op doth now challenge far his peculiar. 


in Matters of Faith ©; and an Eaſtern Council in a 
Matter of Faith appealed to Praclus Biſhop of Con- 


' ſtaniinople * :; Nor did the Pope ſend any Pall to the 
Biſhop of Alexanaria, but the Succeſſor took it off 
from his Predeceflor's Neck after he was dead 2. And 
as for General Councils, it hath been unanſwerably 
proved, that the Emperors always called them h, and 
the Popes have owned iti; yea, it was a Cardinal 
who ſaid, Iz the firſt eight Councils the Emperor 
aud his Officers always preſided x. The Emperor 
called a Council in Rome it ſelf . The ſecond Ge- 


| neral 
y Pelag. 2. decret. Ep. 8. Bin. Tom. II. par. 2. p. 258. Greg. 


| „ 1. 7. Ep. zo. = Paul Warnefrid. de Geſt. bard. ' 
| 1 in Baron. 16. * 


d Aven. Ann. I. 7. Ep. Ger. 


be Marca de Concord. I. 1. c. 3. S. 12. | 


4 Paſchilis Epiſt. ad Eadmerum, 1. 5. = 
* Liberati breviar. cap. 4. f Ibid. p. 282. Did. p. 191. 
h Reſp. ad Matth. Torr, p. 164, & 546. i Barrow's Suprem: 


. p. 275. * Leon. Epiſt. 9. Cuſan. de Concord. l. 3. c. 460 . 
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16 The Plauſible Areuments of a 
neral Council was held againſt Damaſuss Mind m. 
And not only the Emperors, as Prefidents, confirmed 
the Decrees of General Councils n, but Kings confirmed 
the Canons of their own National Councils e, as may 
be ſeen in the Councils at Toledo, and in divers of our 
Engliſh Synods. Spelur. Concil. Tom. 1. Florent. Wi. 
orn. Anno 1127. . n 
Pariſh. He proceeded to inform me, that divers 
Biſhops proved their Faith Orthodox, becauſe they 
agreed zvith the Faith of the Roman Church, which 
hewws they believed its Determinations in Matters 


0 c 3 
of Faith to be infallible, and took it for a Guide 


which could not ery. | 
Prot. Min. This was only when there was an Or- 
thodox Biſhop at Rome, then it was a ſign of being 
Orthodox, to hold Communion with him; and ſo it 
was in Cyr:/'s time at Alexandria, and at Antioch, 
when Flavianus was there; but no man thought for 
that reaſon either of theſe Churches to be Infallible. 
St. 8 could not think the Pope infallible, 

e calls him, Erroneons, a Favourer of Here- 
ticks, and a falſe Apoſtle v»; nor he who ſaid, Thoſe 


at Rome had not kept things as they were delivered 


That the Pope had exceeded the bounds of a 27 8 
There was one Pope who approved the Fanatical Pro- 
pheſies of Montanns l. Tiberius agreed with the Ar- 
rians in all things *. Honorius is condemned by Name 
for a Monothelitèe Heretic, in three General Councils 
ſucceſſively u. And one of theſe Councils profeſs they 
Anathematized him by the Holy Ghoſt x. ohn XXII. 
maintained Heretical Opinions y: and the Council of 
: Si = 3 Ba ſil 
= Hieron. ad Euſtoch. Epiſt. 27. u Baron. Anno 553. Num. 2: 
o Juſtin. Novel. 131. c. 1. Baluzi Not. in Cap. Tom. II. p. 1200. 
P Cypr. Ep. 74. 4 Ibid. Ep. 75. = Socrat. Hiſt. I. 7. c. 11, 
f Tertul adv. Praxeam J. 1. *©Platina p. 5o. Baron. An, 357. 543. 
u Viz. vi. vii. & viii. C-ncil. a . „ e 
* Concil. Nicæn. 2 Bin. Tom, 3. p. 1. p. 695. 
y Chron, Wil. Thorn, col. 2067. 1 1 


to them at firſt *; nor he who complained very early, 


; + 
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Romiſh Prigſt, Anſwer dl. 17 
Haſil ſaith, Pope Eugenius was a pertinacious Here- 
tick, deviating from the Faith *. The Greek Church, 


for many years, refuſed to communicate with the Ro- 


zan, ſuſpecting it was infected with the Sabellian 


Hereſy a: and the Fifth General Council decreed things 
in matters of Faith, contrary to the Determination of 
Pope Vigilius in a a ee of his own® : and 


that Canon ſuppoſes the Pope is not infallible, which 


ſaith, No man may judge him unleſs he be found to 


err from the Faith e; yea, there are divers learned 
Romaniſts who confeſs the Pope is not Infallible, and 
bring both Arguments and Examples to prove it 4 ; 
and one plainly affirms, He may err in matters of 
Faith * : yea, the Biſhops of Germany call the Ro- 


man Church Babylon, affirming, That ſhe falſiy brass 
ſhe never did nor can err, An. 8s fo And none who 
holds the preſent Doctrines of Rome, can deny that 


ſuch Popes were erroneous, who condemn the preſent 
Opinions of the Roman Church: And then what will 
become of the Infallibility of Pope Leo and Gelaſius, 
who both declare againſt receiving the Sacrament only 
in one kinds? And how could the ſame Celaſius be 
Infallible, when he affirmed, The Snbſtance of the 


Bread ana Wine remains even after the Conſecra- 


tion h? Or was Gregory the Great an unerring Guide 


when he taught, Luages were only to be retained for 


helps to Memory, but not to be adored '? and when 
he taught, The Book of the Maccabees cas nor Ca- 
nonical Scripture *? Which is evidence ſufficient to 
prove, That neither the 1 8 nor Roman Church, 

8 „ Ar 


2 Concil. Baſil. Seſſ. 34. 

a Bin. Concil. Tom. 2. par. 1. p. 659, 

bd Crakenth. Vigil. Dormitans cap. 5. 

e Gratian. diſt. 4. cap. fi Papa. | 3 

4 Theod. à Niem. I. 3. c. 6. Roger Widrington, Tom. 2. p. 325, 
332, 333. e Alphonſ. a Caſtro adr. hær. I. 1. c. 4. 54 
t Ep. ad Pap. Nicol. Aventini lib. 4. Ss Leo Mag. Ser. 4. in 
Quadrag. & Gelafius ap. Bin. Tom. 2. par. 1. p. 465. 

h Gelaf lib. contr. Eutich. i Greg. Mag. J. 7. p. 109. 
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are Infallible. And the matter will not be mended b 

pretending the Pope in Council is Infallible; becauſe 
we cannot hope for any free Genera! Council now: 
And the Pope (according to them) is the higheſt and 
laſt Interpreter of all the Decrees of Councils, and ſo 
may be deceived in his Expoſitions, and miſlead thoſe 
who rely on him : but doubtleſs the Synod of Franc- 


fort did not think Pope Aarian, and his ſeventh Ge- 
neral Council at Nice, to be infallible ; if they had, 


they would never have condemned the Doctrine there 
eſtabliſhed. | tg 


Pariſh. I a/ways thought this pretence of . Tafalli- 


bility a manifeſt Cover for Dofrines which they 
know they cannot prove by ſound Reaſon: and to ſe- 
cure their People from enquiring too particularly 
into them, they ſay it is enough for them to believe 
as the Church believes; and that this is no more than 
is neceſſary, to prevent all Diſputes. And he tells 
me, Of ola, when the Church had once determined 


any Point, the People were to acquieſce, and diſpute 


N0 more. 
Prot. Min. It is neither neceſſary nor poſſible there 


Thould be no Diſputes, any more than no Offences, a- 
mong Chriſtians. Our Lord faith, Offences will 
come" ; and St. Paul ſaith, There muſt be Hereſies m. 


There hath been no Age, nor eminent Church, ſince 


the Apoſtles time, in which there hath not been Diſ- 


Putes : there are ſome in the Roman Church now; 
and if there had been, or now is, a certain Remedy 


for them, the Ancient Church was, and the preſent Ro- 
man is, highly to blame not to uſe it: But the Primi- 
tive Ages did not promote Ignorance to preſerve Unity, 
nor require any implicite Faith to prevent variety of 


Opinions. The great pains they took to Catechiſe the 


Adult before Baptiſm, and Children after it; the 


many places of Scripture, and clear Arguments which 


ticle ' 


the Councils brought to make out every particular Ar- 


I Matt, xviiie 7. m 1 Cor, xi. 19. 
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ticle which they determined, do ſhew, they did not 

think it ſufficient for the People to believe in the Lump 

all that the Church believed, without any Reaſon given 
to them. St. Wierom asks a Heretick, Why he be- 
lieved ſuch a Doctrine? He replied, He was told it 
was true by him that Baptized him: The Father an- 


ſwers him, That if an Arian had baptized him, ſure- 


ly he would not have thought himſelf bound to believe 
all he had faid ; and ſmartly asks him, Nhat ſtrange 
Folly (faith he) is this, To believe that which you 
ao not underſtand? They gave then no more deference 


to the preſent Doctors, than St. 4rignſtine did to the an- 


cient. ones, of whom he ſaith, Nen I read them, 
though they be never ſo holy and learned, I do not 


believe them becanſe they ſay ſo, but becauſe they 
perſuade me thethings are true by Canonical Authors 


ang probable Reaſons®. The People indeed did ac- 
quieſce when the Church had determined any Points in 
a full and free Council, but not till they had been 
taught the Reaſons and Texts of Scripture on which 
they built their Neterminations. And this was the 
Original of publiſhing the Acts of Councils, and of 
writing Synodical Epiſtles to abſent and eminent Chut- 
ches: for they were ſo far from thinking Ignorance the 


Mother of Devotion, T hat they declared, it was the 


Mother of all Errors? ; and hai rwo very bad 

Daughters, Miſtaking and Doubtfulneſs a. , 
Pariſh. Whatever become of theſe general things, 

he confidently avers, that the Roman Church's Doc- 


trine is all ſo certainly true, that you cannot ſheW 


any one Point herein ſhe hath altered the Pri mi- 


live opinions and practices: Aud to begin with Fe 


Veneration of Images, he ſaith, that it is a practice 
which (we are told by the Seventh General Council) 
bas always been in the Chriſtian Church from te 


1 Prot. 
n Hieron. adverf, Lucifer, Dialog. Tom. 1. p. 139. 
* Augultin. Ep. ad Hieron. p Concil. Tolctan. 4. Can, 25. 
1 D. Bernard. in Cant. Serm. 17. | 
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Prot. Min. That pretended General Council indeed 
doth affirm this, but cannot prove it, otherwiſe than by 
citing a few Teſtimonies (the ancienteſt of which are 
above 300 years after Chriſt) of ſome Pictures uſed in 
adorning Churches, but the adoration of them they 
cannot make out, ſaving by fabulous Legends, and 
Authors living but a little before their own time: And 
we can make it appear, that the Chriftians had no Tma- 
ges in their Churches in the Emperor Severus's time , 
nor in the time of Diocleſian f, It was not the Ca- 
tholick Chriſtians, but the Carpocratian Hereticks 
who made, and privately worſhipped the Images of 
Chriſt and St. Paul, but the Orthodox gave u h 
nour to Images for fear of complying with the Vul- 
gar, and making them think there was ſome Rina of 
Divinity in them *: Yea, they declared, there could 
be no Religion where there was any Image x. And 
when Epiphanius found a painted Veil with the picture 
of Chriſt or ſome Saint upon it in a Church, he tore 
it, and forbad the uſe of ſuch pictures 7. The ancient 
Doctors tell us, hey deſerved to err who ſought for 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles on painted Walls, and not in 
their holy Writings*. That the Chriſtians enjoyed 
the preſence of the Saints in their aiſcourſes, not 
having the Images of their Bodies, but their Souls, 
for their ſayings are the Images of their minds a. 
Me care not (faith another) to paint the bodily ſhapes 
of the Saints with colours on Tablets, for we uſe ot 
thoſe things, our care being to imitate their vertuous 
Converſation d. Beſides, when the Fathers reproved 
the Heathens for adoring Images, and they made the 
Tame excuſes which the Roman Church now doth, vig. 
2 3 ff and pe amb That 
r Al. Lamprid. vit. Severi, cap. 43. OE 
'T Baluz. Miſc. Tom. 11. p. 374. | 1 
t Iren. adv, Hzr- 1. 1. c. 2. Aug. in Pfal. 113. Damaſc. de Hæreſ. 
2p. Coteler. Tom, I. pag. 287. : | 
u Orig. in Celſum, lib. 7, * Lactant. Inſtit. I. 2. c. 19. 
„ Epiphan, Ep. ad Joan. Hier. * Aug. de Conſenſ. Evang. 


I . Cap. IO, a JD. Chryſoſt. Cit. in Concil. Niczn, 2, p.655. 
b Amphilocius ibid. p. 657 II i 7 a 


ä 


S wh. 
w 


FFT ĩ 0 nd obs CY 


| - Romiſh Prigſt, 5 Anſever d. iy 21. 
That it was not the [mage but the Thing repreſented 
which they worſhipped ; thoſe holy Doctors did reject, 
this as no good excuſe ?. By which it is clear, they 


_ themſelves did not then by Images adore the Things re- 


preſented (as the ys care. do) becauſe it had been 
an impudent and ridiculous thing to reject an excuſe 
which they needed for their own Vindication. Euſe- 
bins ſpeaks of ſome new Converts who had Images of 
Peter, Paul and Chriſt, but adds it was ter the 


Pagan faſhion 4. And it was but ſome of the igno- 


rant multitude who began to worſhip Pictures in St. 
Auguſtine's time. Afterwards, when ſome. zealous 
Biſhops defaced and broke ſuch Pictures and Images, 
as the ſuperſtitious Vulgar adored ; Pope Gregory de- 
clared, I hey might retain the Images, but muſt teach 


the People not to adore them f: Commending ſuch: as 


forbid men to adore Images, which he (ſaith). andere 
F1aced in Churches not to be agorea,but to iuſtruct the 


% 


minds of the ignorant * : So that the Synod of Nice 


contradicted the received Doctrine of the Church, in de- 
creeing expreſly that Images ſhould be adored h: And 
the Roman Catechiſm is contrary to Pope Gregory, 
which ſaith, Hey are ſet in Churches that they may 


be ſyn i. Beſides, the Dectees of that illite- 
rate Aſſem 


ly at Nice were ſo little valued, that they 
were ſoon after condemned in the Eaſt *, and rejected 
by the Council of Frangforr, and the Emperor Charles 
in the Weſt! : they were alſo ſolidly confuted in that 


Age by Alcuinus n, by Claudius Taurinenſis n, and 


by Agobardus Archbiſhop of Lyons, ina peculiar Tract 
lately Reprinted by one of their own. Church o: From 
which Authors the OY and Gallican Churches re- 
3 3 | 4: fuſed 


© Lactan, Inſt. I. 2. 0.2. Arnob. 2 Gent. lib. 6. Orig. in Cel 
ſum, I. 7. Aug. in Pſal. 113. Conc, 2. d Euſeb. Hiſt, lib. 7, c. &. 
e Aug. de Morib. Eccleſ. Cathol. I. 1 VV•àC⁵mm Pda + 


f Greg. Mag. lib. 7. Ep. 109. RET 3 Ep. 9. - 
. Concil. Nicæn. 2. Act. 5. & 7, Ii Cat. Roman, p. 415. 
K Platin. vita Adrian. p. 121. 1 Aventin. Annal. l. 4. 

m Hoveden. Ann, par. 1. p. 405. n Wolfi Memor. Lec. 


Tom, 1. p. 215. v Agobardus de Imagin. S. 17. 
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fuſed to adore Images for divers Centuries after, as their 


own Caſſandra proves v. Yea, in the twelfth Century, 


the Monks of Semphringham in England Decreed, 


They would have no ſuperfinons Carving or Painting 


in their Monaſteries or Churches, £7 by minaing 
thofe things, the profit of divine meditation, and the 


ferionſnefs of religions diſcipline is often neglected 4, 
How then can this be either an ancient or a Catholick 
Doctrine which was not believed at all of old, and ne- 


ver was generally received by all Churches ? 
Pariſh. Tam glad to fi 
of adoring Images is forbid by Aptiquity as well as 
Scripture, and will deſire you ro paſs on to another 


[ P 


Point; that is, the Invocation of Angels and Saints, 
for he faith, he is ſure that is an ancient practice. 
Prot. Min. Tis certain that to commemorate the 
names of Saints and Martyrs, to praife God for them, 
and to make Orations to commend their Examples to 
the imitation of others, is very ancient ; but all this 
Proteſtants do. But to call upon or adreſs Prayers 


to any Angels or Saints, came not in, till the Church be- 
gan to incline to Superſtition. Jrenæus condemns the 
invocation of Angels, ſaying, Ne muſt only pray to 
the Lord of all, and uſe the name of Chriſt*. We 
muſt not (faith another) adore Angels as Gods; for 
ail our Supplicatious, Prayers, re feel tons and 
T hankſsivings, are to be made to the Sitreme God, 
by him that is the great High-Prieft, and above all 
Angels; the living Word of God——adding, that 77 
is not rational to call upon Angels,. ind that 70 
worſnip God by Chriſt, aoth ſufficiently oblige them to 


ſerve #5 l. And when ſome in Phryzia Anek Piſidia, * 
afterwards were for worthipping Angels, The Council! 


of Eaodicea there forbid men to pray to then *. 

which Canon was ſo plain againit the practice of the 

| | e Nan 

2 Caſſand Conſult. de Imag. p. 22. 1 | 
4. Monatt. Ang. Tom. 2. p. 725. An. Dom. 1148. 1 5 

= Irene, adv Hæref. I. 2. c. 7. Orig. in Celſ. l. 5, p 233. 
£ Throdoret. in 2 Colefl; Concil, Lacdic. Can. 37. 
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Romiſh Prieſt, Anſwer'd. 23 
Roman Church, that one of their Authors changes 

the word Angelos into Angulos u by a manifeſt im- 
poſture: But though their Church kneel and pray to 
Angels, the ancient Chriſtians declared, They neither 
gave divine worſhip to Angels, nor divided their 
worſhip between Goa and them; they owned them to 

be more excellent than men, but yet counted them 
their fellow ſervants x. The good Angels (ſay they) 
whoſe honour is in God, will have no honour given 

to them v, and therefore they neither worſhipped nor 
adored Angels, Archangels, Cherubims nor Sera- 
phins *: And there was a ſort of Hereticks called An- 
gelics in thoſe days, becauſe they were inclined to the 
wor ſhi p o Angels *, which were rejected by the Ca- 
tholick Church. And the invocation of Saints is of 

the ſame nature, being never uſed in the Primitive 
Church. They affirm in an ancient Council, They 
know of no other Mediator between God and Man 

but only Feſus Chriſt bv. Ft. John ſaid not, you have 

me, but Chriſt for your Advocate; he ſaia not, ye 
have, but we have; for he had rather count himſelf 
among finners, that Chriſt might be his Advocate, than 
make himſelf an Advocate, and be condemned for his 
pride :. In this World we may help each other with 
our prayers ana advice, but when we come before 
God's throne, neither Noah; Job nor Daniel, can pray 

| for any, becauſe every man muſt bear his own bur- 
then d; we need not uſe any interceſſors to God as 

we 40 to great men, for he will grant any thing 
ſooner upon our own requeſt than upon the petitions 

| of others e. Beſides, the moſt Ancient Fathers did not 
believe the Souls of the righteous did enjoy the Viſion. 
of God, nor would be in full poſſeſſion of the 1 
B „ | = of 
» Caranz. in Concil. Laod. * Theodoret therap. Ser. 3. 

Y Ladant Int. hk 2.C. 47. . 

z Hieron, ad Ripar. Ep. 53. Tom. II. ita Auguſt. in Pſal. 34 


Tom. VIII. * Epiphan. Hæreſ. 60. Aug, Hzrel- 39 
d Concil, Antioch, Bin. Tom. I. par. 2. | 
c Aug in 1 Ep. Joh. cap. 2. ver. 1. 4 Hieron. in Gal. 6. 
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of heaven until the time of the reſurrection ?: And 
therefore they could not properly defire them to pray 
to God for them, eſpecially fince they alſo held, 7 hat 
even Saints aeparted knew not what the living do, 


90 not their own Chilarer's condition 8; and why 


| ſhould they pray to them who could not hear them? 


There were indeed ſome Rhetorical flouriſhes in the 


fourth Century, that gaveencouragement to the Super- 
ſtition of after-ages: But it was many years before 
Ora pro nobis got into the Church Offices. It was in 
the Eighth Century that one of their Popes ſaid, he 
hopea by the interceſſion of the Saints to be deliver- 
ea from the preſſing weight of his ſins h. And it 
was but of late, that their Church adviſed men to 


8 pray to ſuch Saints as Thomas of Becket, in order 


to obtain the remiſſion of their ſins i: for of old 
they did not think the Saints could beſtow ſuch favours. 


The Saints (ſaith Pope Leo) do not give but receive 
Crowns; from their courage we have examples of pa- 


tience, nor gifts of grace: Therefore the formal 
Addreſſes made to the Saints, and the great expecta- 


tions from their interceſſions, are effects of Superſtition, 


and never uſed by the Primitive Chriſtians. 
Pariſh. But I remember he ſpake much of the ear- 
ty Veneration which the Chriſtians paid to the Re- 


licks of the Saints and Martyrs ; for if the Saints 
in Heaven could not have helped them, they would 


not have adored their Relicks upon Earth. 


Prot. Min. This is to prove one Falſhood by ano- 


ther ; for, in the firſt Ages there was no Veneration 
paid to Relicks : We ſee the Apoſtles took no care 
ro preſerve the Wood of the Croſs, which was pre- 
tended to be found on Mount Calvary three hundred 


Years after, by Conſtantine's Mother. The firſt Chriſ- 


t Juſtin. Martyr, Irenæus, Tertul. &c paſſim. 
E Aug. citat. in Gloſſ. interlin. Iſai. 63. 
h Epitt. Paul. I. An. 758, Bin. Tom. 3. par. 1. 

: Matt. Paris An. 1172. $ 
* Leo Magn, ap, Caſſandr. Conſult p. 589} 
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tians buried St. Stephen, and it was near four hundred 
Years after, that his Relicks were brought into the 
Weſt, where never any ſuch were ſeen before, and then 
they firſt pretended to work Miracles by them, greater 
than ever Chriſt did Il. In the Primitive Times, they 
derided the Heathens for thinking that Chriſtians 
would worſhip the dead Body of a Martyr ®. And 
when once the pretence of theſe Relicks working Mi- 
racles had gotten root, then the Fathers obſerve, That 
divers Cheats went up and down with feigned Relicks, 
and got money by ſhewing them to the People; yea 
the Bodies of Thieves were adored inſtead of Martyrs u, 
and a Door was opened to all the Deluſions that could be 
invented; ſo that at this diſtance of Time they are the 
wiſeſt Men who doubt of all that are now pretended to 
be Relicks, and believe Intereſt hath invented the Mi- 
racles {aid to be done by them. 

Pariſh. He ſai, T hat the Bleſſed Virgin was de- 
clared the Mother of God by the third General Coun- 
cil of Epheſus, aud hath been adored dy all Orthoaoꝝ 
Chriſtiaus ever ſince. 8 

Prot. Min. The Decree of the Council of Epheſus 
was not deſigned for the Honour of the Bleſſed Virgin; 
but whereas Neſtorius aſſerted, there were two perions 
in Chriſt, and that the human perſon who took Fieſh 

of the Virgin Mary, was not the ſame perſon with 
Chriſt the Son of God: The Holy Fathers (to aſſert 
the truth of Chriſt's being one perſon, by the Union of 
the two Natures, Divine — Human) do declare, 
That the Bleſſed Virgin was the Mother of that perſon 
who was both God and Man, and ſo ought to be called, 
The Mother of God. But for all this there is not one 
formal Prayer addreſſed to her, neither in that Council, 
nor in any of the Fathers for Four hundred Years after 
Chriſt, though now the Addreſſes to Her are near one 
half of the Offices of their Church, which ſufficiently 

| | ſhews, 
Baron. Annal. An. 416. m Fuſcb. Hift. I. 4. c. 15. 
u Sulpic. Sever. Vita B. Martini, c. 8. Knighton Chron Col. 2492» 
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ſhews, they have altered the primitive way of Worſhip: 
For their own Authors confeſs it was near Twelve hun- 
dred years after Chriſt before there was any Preface in 


the Maſs relating to the Bleſſed Virgin, being firſt put 


in by Urban the Second 9, And though many of the 
ancient Fathers expound the Lord's Prayer, and pre- 
ſcribe the daily uſe of it v, not one of them expound the 
Ave Mary, or mention it as a piece of Devotion: 


And Epi hanius particularly reckons the Collyridiams 
for Heretics, who made Oblations and celebrated Offices 
in the Name of Mary, which he ſaith was a wicked and 


impious thing, contrary to the Scripture, and a Doctrine 


of Devils 4. Her Body indeed (ſaith he) was pure, 


but not divine; ſhewas aVirgin, but to be honoured, 
not worſhipped; yea, ſpe worſhipp'd him that took 
Reſp of ber —— She was a choſen Veſſel, but ſtill ſue 
was a Woman, her Nature was not changed — There- 


fore let Mary be honoured, but the Father, Son, aud 


Holy Ghoſt worſhipped. Let none adore Mary, nor 


any Man, much leſs any Woman ; this Myſtery be- 


longs to God, neither Angels nor Arch-angels are ca- 


able of this giorification *. And ſetting afide thoſe. 


Feſtivals which concern our Saviour, as the Purifica- 
tion and Aununciation, the Feaſts of her Conception, 
„ Sc. are of late date, in vented in the times 


Superſtition and Ignorance: And pure mp 
0 


would have been amazed to have ſeen and heard of 


many Images, Altars, and Churches, ſo many Faſts 


and Feſtivals dedicated to her Honour, ſo many Gifts 
and Oblations, ſo many Prayers and Supplications given 
and made to her Service, by Men that ſtill have the va- 
mty to 8 to be of rhe Ol Religion. © 

Pariſh. He told me, Jou have a peculiar Notion of 


Antiquity, limiting it uſually to the firſt three or four 


Centuries; but even in that Senſe they have very. 


great 


© An. D. 1186. Bin. Tom. II. par. 2. pag. 2.60, 
P Cypr. Tertul. Auguſtin. Cyril, &c. . 
* Epiphan. hæreſ. 78. p. 46%, = idem hail. 79, p. 471, 472. 
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reat advantage of you in their Latin Service: For 

he Offices have been performed in Latin in the Ro- 
man Church ever ſince the Apoſtles days. 
Prot. Min. The firſt and earlieſt Ages of Chriſtia- 
nity no doubt were the beſt, and if they would imitate 
them, we would not differ. But in this Point of La- 
tin Service, they would put a groſs Fallacy on us. 
The firſt planters of rhe Goſpel at Rome did ('tis like- 
ly) make publick Prayers in Latin, becauſe that was 
the Language then underitood by the Common people 
there; andif theſe Men followed their Example, their 
Prayers ought to be in Italian at Rome, and in Spa- 
niſh; French, Engliſh, Sc. in other Countries. The 
Apoſtles would have all men in public pray with un- 
terſtanaing, and fo as to be edified f, and therefore 
they made Prayers in Languages that were generally 
underſtood ; but they keep their Offices in a Tongue 
that is only known to the Learned, that ſo none can 


underſtand or be edified by them but a few Scholars, 


and they differ as much from the Primitive Chriſtians, 
as from the Apoſtles in this; for the Fathers tell us, 
T he Greeks pray in Greek, and the Latins in Latin; 
and in like manner every one prays to God, and 
praiſes him as well as he is able in his own Dialetct, 
and the Lord of all Languages hears them that pray 
in all Tongnes, as if they ſpake the ſame words *. 
They blame Hereticks tor ufing a few unintelligible He- 


brew words in the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm u, and 


condemn ſuch as would uſe any Greek Hymns in the 
Countries where they ſpoke Latin *: And where there 
lived people of divers Nations together, they allowed 
them all to praiſe Chriſt in their ſeveral Tongues v. 
They tell us, That the People anſwered their ſhare of 
the public Liturgy, and always joined with the Prieſt 
in it *, and theretore it muit then have been in the Vul- 


gar 


I Cor. xiv. Ver. 15, & 26. © Origen in Celſum, lib. 8. 
= Iren. adv. href. I. I. c. 18. Ambroſ. Com. in 1 Cor. xiv. 
y Hieron, Epiſt. 48, 2 Chryſoſt. in 2 Ep. ad Corinth. Rom. 18. 
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gar Tongue. It cannot be denied, but the Greek 


not only that the Armeniaus a, Jacobites and Abaſe. 
fines®, ha ve their public Prayers in a known Tongue 
at this day; but that anciently all Offices were celebrat- 
ed in the Gothic e, Sclavonic d, and other Vulgar Eu- 
ropean F.anguages*®, even in Churches that held 
_ Communion with Rome: Yea, the very Popes, be- 

fore Chriſtendom was enflaved to them, allowed the 


ved, according to their ſeveral 'Tongues f, and per- 
mitted the Greeks to have their Greek Liturgy even in 
Rome it ſelf s. Their own old Authentic Expoſitor 
affirms, T hat in the Primitive Church, Prayers were 
made in the Vulgar Tongue h: And a Cardinal of 
theirs hath declared, It were more agreeable to St. 
Paul's Doftrine, aud more to Edification, if it were 
ſo now in the Roman Church i; yet againſt the opi- 
pion and practice of the Apoſtles and Fathers, and of 
all the ancient Church, and againſt the Senſe of di- 
vers of their own Authors, this praying publickly in 24 
known Tongue is prohibited, and generally laid aſide, 
and the People remain without either comfort, profic 


Prayers, meerly as a Mark of their Subjection to that 
Church, whoſe Will is an abſolute Law, and who calls 
her New Devices by the improper name of T he Ola 
o 0 4: ige 

Pariſh. However he confdentily afirmed, That 
norwithſianaing ther Latin Maſs, the People are- 
more aevour with them, than ar our Fngliſh Com- 
3þ 46 A! 7111141011. 
Rich. Septem caſtr. de Turc, fol. 48. 0 . 
d Ludolf. Hiſtor. Arhiop, I. 3. c. 10. Walafrid. Strabo lib. 7, 
4 Ene. Sylv. hiit. Boem. cap. 13. An. goo. 

2 Aventint Annal. lib. 4. | 


f Innoc: 3. An, 1200 Decret. Greg. I. 1. Tit. 31. cap. 14. 
& Paul 5. apud Bin. Concil. Tom. 3. p. 1. | 
2 


»Þ Lyra Com. in 1 ad Cor. xi. i 


hurches had their Offices in Greek, and we can prove 


Divine Offices ſhould be celebrated, and Sacraments ad- 
miniftreU in Cities where People of different Languages 


or devotion, all the while they are preſent at their. 


jetan. Com. in eund. loc. 
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min Service, becauſe they are aſſured Chriſt's na- 


tural Fleſh and Blood is in the Sacrament, which 

was the Opinion alſo of all the Ancient Fathers, 
Prot. Min. True Devotion conſiſts not in Croſſing, 

Bowing, and external Adoration, it lies in the Heart, 


which they ſhould not judge becauſe they cannot ſee 


but if they could, in regard our People believe Chriſt 
to be truly and really preſent there, they would diſcern 
they are as deeply affected with this Myſtery as any of 


theirs; but finee God knows this, it ſuffices us. And 


as their Opinion doth not tend more to the promoting 
Devotion than ours, ſo it is not fo ancient by far as 
ours is : For they affirm, the ſubſtance of the Bread 
is gone after Conſecration: But the Fathers ſay, Our 
Sodies are nouriſhed by the Bread and Wine xk. That 
after the divine Invocation it confiftsof two parts, 
the one Earthly, the other Heavenly l. That as 
ro the material part, it goes into the Draught n. T hat 
it doth not mingle our Perſons with Chriſt, nor unite 


our Snbſtances 3 but conſociates our Affeftions, and 
confederates our Wills», The Fathers call it, The 


Figure of his Body, The Memorial of his Body 
and Bloody, and (even after Conſecration) T he Anti- 


types of his holy Body and ZBlooz%. And they teach, 


That to take the eating Chriſt's Fleſh, aud drinking 


Chriſt's Blood, (as the Jews did John vi. and theſe 


Men now do) according ro the Letter, makes it a 
killing Letter r. They obſerve, that Our Lord calls 
himſelf the Bread of Life, aud the Bread his Body; 
giving to his Body the name of its Symbol, and to 
its Symbol the name of his Boiy'. He was then a 


| Heretick who maintained à Subſtantial change inthe 
Elements after Conſecration: And he was thought Or- 


| | thodox, 
& Juſt. Mart, Apol. 2. Iren. adv. hr. J. 5. c. 2. | | 
L Irenzus lib. 4. cap. 34. m Origen. Hom. in Matth. xv. 
n Cypr. de Cœn. Dom. S. 6. 2 Tertul. in Marc. lib. 4. 


P Euſcb. demonſt. Evan, l. 1. c. to. 1 Liturg. D. Baul. p. 109. 
r Orig. in Levit. hom. 19, 
© Theod, Dial, 1. cap. 8. 
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thodox, who denying that kind of change, held, That 
the Myſtical Symbols after Conſecrationm do nor paſs 
ous of their own nature, but remain in their former 
ubſtance*. They tell us, Chriſt called it his Body 
when he gave the Sign of his Body® ; And bring in 


our Saviour ſaying to his Diſciples, Te mnſt unaer- 
ftana ſpiritually ꝛthat I have ſaid to you, you are 


not to eat this Body which you ſee, nor to drink that 
Blood which ſhall be fhed by thoſe that Crucify me *. 
Pope Gelaſius alſo, near Five hundred years after 
Chriſt, affirmed in his Book againſt the Eutychiaus, 
That the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine remained 
after Conſecrationy. And this Change was not ex- 


preſly affirmed in the Eaſt till near Eight hundred 
years after Chriſt a:; nor writ for by any Author in the 


Weſt till Anno 818; And immediately it was confut- 
ed and writ againſt by Hertram, and Rabanus Mau- 
rus, who calls it an Error anda falſe Opinion b: Nor 


was it defined at Roe till above One thouſand years 


after Chriſt ®. But I would gladly know what power 
the Church had to determine this matter, when both 
Scripure (as you before ſhewed) and Antiquity (as I 
have now proved) were againſt that Opinion: Scotus 
faid, There was not enough in Scripture to prove this 
Opinion, without the Authority of the Church ; Caje- 


tan alſo d, and Be/larmin both believe ſo e. Crſanus 


owns, that ſome of the Ancients did not believe, that 


the Bread in the Sacrament was tranſubſtantiated or 


changed in nature f. Scotus ſays, it was not made an 
Article of Faith till the Lateran Councils: And Bi- 
ſhop 


t Idem Dial. 2. Aug. contr, Adiamant. T. 6. 
* Aug. Com. in Pſal. 98. Tom. viii. 
y Binii Concil. Tom. II. par. 1. Baronii Annales Anno 497. 
.= Bellarm. de Euch. J. 1. c. 1. 
« Idem de Script. Eccleſ. in Paſchal. Radb. | 
b Rab, Maur. Ep. ad Heribald. c. 33, o Tempore Greg, 7. 
4 Cajetan. Tom. 4 1 75, art. 1. 

tb. 


a 110. 3, cap. 23. 
f Cuſan. Exercit. 1. 6. 
_ £ Ap. Bellarm. de Euch. l. 3. c. 22. 
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ſhop Tunſtal ſeems to make ita Queſtion, Whether it 


had not been better to have left it ſtill undefined ? 


How then can this New and unneceſſary Opinion be 


an Ancient Catholic Doctrine? 7 5 | 

Pariſh. Tou cannot imagine how he deſpiſes our Sa- 
crament, as af it were meer eating ana drinking 
common Bread and Wine ; but magnifies their Mass, 


as being the exatt imitation of Chriſt and his Apoſ- 


tles way of celebrating this Myſtery. 


Prot. Min. It is very Irreligioufly done of. him to 
ſcoff at our Adminiſtration, fince we uſe the ſame 
matter, and ſay the fame words that Chriſt did, and 
give it to all in both Kinds, according to his Inſtitution, 
whoſe directions we follow much more exactly than 
they, who have choſen divers thin Waters inſtead of 


one Loaf, and whiſper the words of Conſecration in an 
unknown Tongue, and cut off one halt of this Sacra- 


ment by denying the Cup to the Laity, contrary (as 
they confeſs) to Chriſt's Inſtitution, and to the Apoſto- 
lic and Primitive practice, and therefore indeed their 
Sacrament (not ours) deſerves to be deſpiſed : And that 
you may ſee how contrary they are to Antiquity in this 


taking the Cup from the People, I would have you con- 


ſider that the Ancients ſay, One Cup is diſtributed to 
all i, and that Nomen as well as Men arank of is * 
as allo, zhar none were prohibited to 4rink of the 


Blood of the Chriſtian Sacrifice', becauſe they counts 
not expett the People ſnould lay down their lives for 


Chriſt, if they gave them not his Blood before the 
HFattle n. But their own Authors ſuffice to prove this; 


 Baronius grants it was ſo in the Apoſtles days®, and 
continued ſo for near Eleven hundred years after their 


time o. Their own Editions of the Councils ſhew, the 
| ER People 


i Juſtin. Mart. apol. 2. Ignat, epitt. ad Phil. adelph. Chryſoſt. 
hom. 18. in 2 Cor. | | 5 

k Optar, Milev. lib. 1. p. 40. Nazianz. de Gorgonia ſorore. 

Aug. queſt. in Levit. c. 57. m Cyprian. lib. 1. ep. 2. 

" Annal. Baron, an. 57. © Icem Append- ad An. 114%. 
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32 The Plauſible Arguments of a 
People had the Cup in the time of the Council of Z49- 
Aicea v: And that a Biſhop in a General Council was 


cenſured for providing too little Wine for the People 


who communicated 4a. And in a Weſtern Synod, thoſe 
are accurſed who gave the People Grapes inftead of 


Miner. Pope Leo decreed, none ſhould be permitted 


to receive the Bread without the Cup, as the Mani- 
chean Hereticks then did ſ. Pope Gelaſius counts it 


| a horrid Sacmlege to divide the Sacrament, and to re- 


ceive one part without the other. Yea, Pope Urban 
the Second in a Council ordained, That the People 
Poul receive the Bread by it ſelf, and the Cup by 
it ſelf u. Caſſander ſhews, that the Greeks do re- 
ceive in both kinds at this day, and that they did ſo 
in the Roman Church for a Thouſand years together; 
Their old Miflals directing the Archdeacon to give the 
Cup to ſuch as the Biſhop had given the Bread ®. And 
after all comes that audacious Council of Conſtarce, 
and faith, That Notwirhſtanding the Inſtitution of 
Chriſt and the Primitive uſage was otherways, yet 
hereafter none bur the Prieſts ſhouts receive the 
Cup v. And upon this they ground their groſs altera- 
tion in the Adminiſtration : But this is not all the dif- 


| ference between the Primitive Sacrament and theirs : 
Of old, ſuch as did not Receive were turned out of 


the Church *: Among them they ſtand by and gaze at 
the Prieſt, who for the moſt part receives alone, which 
was forbidden in the Ancient Church . Among the 
genuine Fathers we read of no elevating the Hoſt, for 
the People who do not communicate, to adore it; No 


carrying it through the Streets in pompous Proceſſions; 


No 


o Binius Tom. II. par. 1. pag. 285. 4 Concil. Chalced. Act. 10. 
r Con, Bracar. 3. Can. 2. An. 675. 
ſ Leo. Magn. Ser. 4. de Quadrag. | 
t Apud Bin. Concil. Tom. II. par. 1. pag. 465. 
u Concil. Clermon. Can. 28. An. 1096. | 
* Caflandr. Conſul. de pace artic. 22. 
y Concil. Conſtant. Seſſ. 13. An. 141 
- z Durand. rational. lib. 4. cap. 53. $ 
1 Concil. Nannet. cap. 30. | 
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Jo taking Money for ſaying this Office for Perſons de 


ceaſed or abſent: Then it was only a commemoration 


of Chriſt's Sacrifice on the Croſs; Now it is made that 
very Sacrifice, and ſaid to be propitiatory for the 
Quick and Dead, and available to fetch Men out of 
a Purgatory which the Fathers never heard of. All 
this may be clearly made out, but that it would not 
ſute with our deſigned brevity : And if they ſtill have 
Confidence enough to overlook their own monſtrous 
Variations from the Primitive pattern, and deſpiſe ſuch 
as cloſely follow it, their Pride will not hide their Er- 
rors from judicious Eyes, nor their Contempt hurt ſuch 
as do not deſerve it. 5 : 
Pariſh. This Gentleman bragg'd extremely of their 
agreement with Antiquity, in obliging all people to 
Auricular Confeſſion ; affirming, that we have left 
off this Primitive Uſage, and thereby opened a Door 
zo all kind of Looſnefs. | | 
Prot. Min. Boaſting of their own Way, or charging 
ours without Proof, fignifies very little. The Confeſ- 
fion uſed in the Primitive Church was not whiſpered to 
a Prieſt, but made before the whole Congregation ; 
nor was it 8 by all Chriſtians at ſet times, but 
5 by ſuch as had faln into ſcandalous Sins, as may 
be proved by innumerable places b; And particularl 
by that of St. Ambroſe, who asks the Sinner, Dot 
thou diſdain to Confeſs in the Church to appeaſe the 
Almighty, ana gain the Suffrages of the good People 
to plead for thee? Nothing is ſo ſhameful there as 
not to Confeſi<. Now this hugely differs from that 
cuſtomary and private Confeſſion to a ſingle Prieſt, 
uſed in the Church of Rome. And divers of the Fa- 
thers ſpeak very ſlightly of Confeflions made to Men. 
St. Chryſoſtom dot h not require us to accuſe our ſelves 
zo others, but to reveal our ways to the Lora d. St. 
Tg | Auguſtine 
b Tertul, Apol. 39. rian. lib. 3: ep. 15. Sozom. hiſtar. 
p. — wad at & Pak lid. 2 yp 
2 Chryſoſt in Hebs, hom. 31. Tom. 4. | 
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Auguſtine ſaith, What have I to do with Men, that 


they ſpould hear my Confeſſions, as if they could heal 
all my Griefs e? The Abaſſines (among whom there 
are many Remains of Primitive Antiquity) do not 
think the particular Confeſſion of Sins to a Prieſt was 


| Inftituted by God, or is neceſſary to a Pardon f. And 


they wrong us in ſaying, We have left off the Primitive 
Uſage ; for we do adviſe Men under trouble of Mind 
for ſome private Sin, and ſuch as lie on their Death 
Beds, to Conſeſs their Sins to a Prieſt ; and we oblige 
notorious and ſcandalous Offenders to confeſs their 
Faults openly before the Church, as they did of Old: 
Only we do not make this a Sacrament as they do, nor 
make it abſolutely neceflary for all Men, at ſet times 
in every year, to Confeſs into a Prieſt's Ear, as if no 
Pardon or Salvation could otherwiſe be obtained; ſince 
we know it is not of Divine, but Eccleftaſtical Inſtitu- 
tion: And therefore in divers Ages and Places it hath 
been variouſly practiſed. At firſt it was generally made 
publickly before all: Then in ſome Churches there was 
one Prieſt choſen to hear Confeſſions, but upon ſome 


Ill conſequences of that way, it was aboliſhed by Nec- 


tarius, Biſhop of Conſtantinople, and every Man left 
only to confeſs to God s. And many years after, the 
People were at liberty either to confeſs only to God, or 
elſe to a Prieſt alſo, if they pleaſed, provided they ex- 
pected pardon only from God, and directions how to 
Repent from the Prieſt h. And in Exatian's time Men 
were not obliged to confeſs to a Prieſt, no not in the 
Church of Roinèe i. Lea, Aquinas acknowledgeth this 
was never made neceſſary there, till Ianocent the Third 


impoſed it, Twelve hundred yeats after Chriſt *. And 


the later Caſuiſts think it is better to ſay, It was in- 

ſtituted by a Tradition of the Univerſal Church, than 
| $ wy | ''D 

e 5 Confeſſ. Hb. 10. cap. 3. / 

. f ._ 7 

8 Socrat hiſt. lib. 5. cap. 19. Sozom. hiſt, lib, 7. c. 16. 

h An $13. Concil. Cabilon, 2. Can. 33. Bin, Tom. 3. 

i Grat. de Pœn diſtin: 1, cap: $9: | 

k T. Aquin. in 4 lib. Senten, diſt. 17. 
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by the Authority of the Old or New Teſtament i. Yet | 


you ſee the Univerſal Church never did agree as to this 


practice, which indeed may be of good uſe in ſome 
caſes; but to force it on all as neceſſary to Salvation, is 
a departing from the Ancient Uſage. Nor is it any 
het to Sin, as it is managed in the Roman Church, 
where we may complain as an old Council doth, That 
mens Repentance is not performed according to the 
Canons, but in a baſe manner ; for ſo often as they 
ſin, ſo often they require to be abſolveas by the 
Prog a. The Rich get off for a little Money, and 
the Poor with ſome ſlight Penance, and that encourages 
them to fin again, ſince they can ſo eaſily be forgiven. 
Not one in a thouſand reforms any one Crime by this 
means, and it tends rather to increaſe the Wealth and 
the Authority of the Prieſts, than to mend the Manners 
of the People; ſo that it is neither ancient nor uſeful, 
and for thoſe two Reaſons we leave Mea at liberty, un= 
leſs in ſome extraordinary Caſes; | | 
Pariſh. He labour to perſuade me, that all their 
Penances and Methods of Satisfaction impoſed upon 
Offenders, and alſo their Tndulgences granted to Pe- 
mitents, are an exatt imitation of the Diſcipline of 
the Primitive Church. 1 
Prot. Min. If you were ſo well acquainted with the 
Ancient Diſcipline, and their new Devices, as to be 


able to compare them, you would admire at his con- 


fidence; but you may truſt this ſhort account from me: 
The Primitive Penances confifted in ſuſpending Men 

for ſome time from Communion with the Faithful in 
the higheſt Offices of Religion, eſpecially the Holy Sa- 
crament n, and they were always performed in publick; 
The Penitents having a diſtin place in the Church 6, 
and a Habit different from other Chriſtians, wearing 
C 2 Sackcloth 


I fo. Semec. de Pœnit. diſt. 5. 
mn Anno 589. Conc. Toletan. 3. Can. 11. 

n S0zom, hiſt. lib. 7. cap. 16. 

* Balfamon. not. in Concil. Nic, 1, Can. 12. 
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Sackcloth and being Barefoot, and ſomet mes Shaven e, 


with Proſtration and many Tears, begging the Prayers 
of all good People 4. In private alſo they ſpent their 
time, not in Secular buſineſs *, but in Devotion and 
Mortification, in ſtrict Faſting, and great Auſterities, 
bewailing their Offences, and giving proof of their 
Reſolutions to amend their Lives, and this for one, two, 
or more years, according to the nature of their Crime. 
And the ancient Indulgences were no more, but a re- 


laxation of the time of theſe Severities, granted them 


without any Money, by their own Biſhop only f, who 
knew their ſtate, and was fit to judge of the fincerity 
and ſufficiency of their Humiliation and Repentance k. 
All which was purely deſigned to bring Offenders truly 
to Repent, and to warn others not to offend : But the 
Penances impoſed by the Roman Church are performed 
in private, and are generally very ſlight, and no way 
tending to ſhame the Sinner, or Cure the Vice : Such 
as Faſting a few days extraordinary from ſome kinds of 
Meat, faying longer or more Prayers than uſual, going 
in Pilgrimage to pretended Religious places, or (which 
is moſt common) giving a Sum of Money to the 
Confeſſor, or to ſome Church or Monaſtery. And 
though the perſons are as Merry, and in all other things 
uſe as much freedom as any other Men, ſhewing no 
fipns of Sorrow for the paſt Crime, nor giving any 
teſtimony of Intentions to amend, they are abſolved 
by their Ghoſtly Father, and made believe they are 
now clear from fin : But how the Holy Fathers of Old 
would have liked this, you may gueſs by theſe few 
Sayings, The number of Offenders increaſe, when 
they are made to hope they can buy off the Guilt u. 
He xelies on 10 good hopes —— who ?hinks to eſcape, 
not becauſe he is Virtuous, but becauſe he is Rich x. 
P Concil. Agath. Can. 15. 1 Tertul. de Pœn. cap. J 
r Rhegin, de Eccleſ. diſc. I. 1. cap. 313. 
f Apolto}, Can. 12. & 13; Concil. Eilib. Can. 53. Antiochon, 


Concil, Can 6. PP 
Arnob, ar. Gent. lib. 5. * Salv. ad Ecclel. Cathol. lib. 1, 
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Fon woulg give all you have, and do not forſake 


Jour ſins, you are ſadly decei ea, for you loſe your 


Money and get no Pardon v. And for [ndulgences, 
they are now engroſſed wholly by the Pope, who ſends 
Men into all Biſhops Dioceſſes to ſell them, the Sellers 
being meer Strangers to the Purchaſers ; the Scandal of 
which vile Traffick gave the firſt occaſion to the Re- 
formation: But for their Original, Nature and Effects, 
take that in their own Authors words: T here is no- 
rhing for Indulgences in God's Word*, They were 
not made known by the Scripture, but by the Authority 
of the Roman Church, and of the Pope, which is 
greater. They began but under Gregory the Firſt, 
aud after him the Crop of Iniulgences increaſed by 


degrees, ſo that many afterwards reaped no ſmall 


harveſt of them: One of the firſt being Boniface the 
Ninth, in whoſe time theſe Pardons were not only 
granted with a liberal hana, but (as Plating writes) 
frequently ſold as common Ware. Alexander the 
Sixth alſo inſtituted a Fubilee, and ſet up this 
practice in all Countries, and almoſt in all Towns, 
for his own profit, as well as for the benefit of Chriſ- 
tian People —— —And in the ſame place, 21 
People had for ſome time been terrified with Purga- 
tory, none ſought for Inautgences, for. all the credit 

of them depends on this v. And for the effects of 

them, an Old Hiſtorian of their Communion obſerves, 


that when Pope Innocent granted Indulgences to thoſe 


| wha would go into the Holy Land, The Monks 


preached, that whoever was guilty of any ſin, though 
it were Parricide, Inceſt, or Sacritege, he was ab- 
ſolved from the guilt aud puniſument of rheſe Crimes 
4g ſoon as he had taken upon him the Croſs ; which 
Doctrine being variouſly conſtrued, opened a wide 
gap to all Iniquity; for many took occaſion from 
OE 1 3 Hence 
y Auguſtin. hom. 2. Tom. 10. 2 Durand. lib, 4. diſt. 20, qr. : 
2 Sylveſt. Prier. adv. Lucheram: mn. | 
d Polyd, Virgil, de invent. rer. lib, 8. cap. 1. 


47 
2 


— — — 


38 The Planſible Arguments of 4 

hence, firſt to murder their private Enemies, aud 
then to liſt themſelves for the Holy Ware. So that 
the learned and pious Men of their own Church efteem 
them a Novel Device, and look on them as a great 
ſcandal to their Religion; and can theſe be imitations 
of pious Antiquity? ? He 6 
Pariſh. Tou ſeem ro grant the Doctrine of Purga- 
tory is ſomewhat older than the practice of Indu- 
gences: But this Gentleman ſaith, All the Holy 


Fathers aid believe this Third place as firmly as 


zhey did Heaven or Hell, aud be ſeemed very earneſt 
on this Point, becauſe Their Maſſes for the Dead, 
and Oblations from dying Perſons, as well as Gifts 
from their Friends, which bring them in much ad- 

vantage, do all rely on this Foundation. TY 
Prot. Min. The Ancient Fathers frequently mention 
Heaven and Hell, but we never meet with any thing 
of Purgatory in any of them but Origen, who con- 
feſſes he took his Notion from the Heathen Philoſo- 
phers a, and was (for this very Opinion) condemned 
as a Heretic in the Fifth General Council e. But the 
Orthodox Fathers hold Principles which utterly ſub- 
vert the very Notion of a temporary purging Fire to 
cleanſe us after this Life; they ſay, When we go from 
Hence there is no more place for Repentance or Sa- 
ri action, mens Sins being either remitted or re- 
rained here. After the Night of this Life there is 
no furging s. Our Eſtate cannot be changed after 
Deathb. Tt is not poſſible for him to find any com- 
Fort in the next World, who is not cleanſed from his 
fin in this World i. And St. Salvian very plainly de- 
clares, that F 4 Son were ſo pions, that to eaſe his 
Father's pains, he would give moſt of that he left 
bim, it would do no good. Yea, it happens, that 
| | h „ 


< Aventin. An. lib. 2. p. 530. d Orig, in Celſ. lib. 5. 

* Apolog. Græcor. in Concil. Baſil, f Cypr. ad Demetr, 5 22. 
E Nazianz. in Paſch. Orat. 42. | h Epi han. her, p. 223. 
* Chryſolt. in Gen. kom, 5, Salv. ad Eccleſ. Cathol. lib. 3. 
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one of their own Popes either never knew this Tradi- 


tion of Purgatory, or elſe had forgot it; for he 


writes, That he had read of the right Hand, and 4 
the left, but knew of nb third placsl. And he alſo 
declares, Chriſt gave no power to his Church to Ab- 
ſolve any man after he was dead n. St. Aug uſti ne, 
who relates it as the fancy of ſome, that there might 
be ſome purging by Fire, adds there, Thar he doth not 


confirm that Opinion, though he do not go about to 


confuteit a. And he elſewhere ſaith, There are rwo 
Habitations, the one in eternal Fire, the other in an 
everlaſting Kingdom o. There is (faith he) no Mia- 
ale place wherein you can put Infants v. And in 


many places of his Works, he lays it down for an un- 


deniable Principle, That as Death leaves us, Juag- 
ment ſpall fins us; and as we go out of this life, 


ave ſhall be found in the next life 2. Nor can any 


thing help us then, which we did not do while we 
were here". All which places are perfectly irreconcile- 
able with the preſent Doctrine of the Roman Church 
about Purgatory ; which indeed is a late Device, 
| Hay 75 on fabulous Legends, told in an ignorant, 


ſuperſtitious, and credulous Age: And about Five 


hundred years ago, an Hiſtorian, who was of the- 
Communion of the Roman Church, tells us, That (in 
histime) ſome afermed there was a Purgatory f, And 
long after, Cardinal Fiſher Biſhop of Rocheſter, faith, 
There 1s little or no mention of Dare erty among the 
Aactents, and it is not believed by the Greeks at this 
day —adding, That it was not much older than 
Tnaulgences * : So that this Opinion which the modern 
Roman Church makes an Article of Faith, is neither 


true nor ancient, and is maintained only for that Rea- 


L — | ſon 
d Gelaſti Epiſt. 7. Bin. Tom. 2. par. 1. pag. 47% 
V Tbid. p, 504- » Aug. de Civ. Dei, l. 21. c. 34. 


Id. de Verb. 5 Serm. 18. e Idem Serm. 14. 
7 Aug. ad Heſych. Ep. 80. Idem de Temp. Serm. 85. 

r dem de Verb. Dom, Serm. 21. 3 
Otto Friſingen. Chron. I. 8. cap. 26. An. 1146, 

Ro ffenſis apud Polyd, Virgil, lib, 8. cap. 1. 
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ſon for which it was firſt deviſed, that is, to frioht 
Men into giving liberally to the Church to pray them 
out of theſe Imaginary Torments ; the hopes of e- 
ſcaping which by Gifts at their Death, I fear, encourages 
many to go on in Sin all their Life, and betrays them 
into the real and endleſs Torments of Hell-Fire at laſt ; 
which is a ſad Conſideration for the defenders of this 
Doctrine. i „ 
Pariſh. He told me, the Prayers of their Clergy 
are much more effectual than thoſe of our Miniſters, 
becauſe they are all Unmarriea, and tive in a ſtate 
of greater perfection; adding, That their Secular 
Prieſts by the Vow of Single life, aud their Regulars 
(that is, Friars and * by that Vow and two 
more, of Poverty and Obedience, come far nearer 
the Primitive Pattern than thoſe, whom we call 
Clergy, can pretend to 40. | 
Prot. Min. In the Primitive times the Clergy were 
left at liberty, either to Marry or not, as they are with 
us, and when ſome more zealous than wiſe laboured to 
get Single life impoſed on the Clergy in the firſt great 
Council; Paphnutius ſtood up and told them, The 
Apoſtle had left Marriage free, and to prohibit it to 
the Clergy would be an unreaſonable Yoke, and a 
dangerous Snare to many *; whereupon the Motion 
was then quaſhed, and the Grecian Prieſts continue to 
enjoy the liberty of Marriage to this day. Ir is a very 
Ancient Council which faith; F any man make ſuch 
a diſtinftion between the married and unmarried 
Prieſts, that he will not receive the Communion 
from a married Man, let him be accurſea *, Yea,' 
divers eminent Biſhops of old were Married, the Fa- 
ther of Polycraresy, Cheremon Biſhop of Nilus, 
Phileas Biſhop of Thmnuita, Spiridion, Gregory 
Nyſſen, Gregory Nazianzen, both Father and Son, 
Hilary of Poiftiers, and many others:. The fixth 
oO TEE ITT og General 
= Socrat. hiſtor. lib. 1. cap. 87 Sozom. lib. 1. cap. 22. | 
* Concil. Gangr. Can, 4. An. 361. y Euſeb. I. 5. cap. 33. 
# Beveregii Annot. in 5. Can. Apoſtol. pag. 1I8. 


* 


— — 


: r — — 7 | 
| Romiſh Prieſt, Anſever d. ar 
General Council condemns the Cuſtom of the Roman 
Church, in impoſing a Vow of Single life on Prieſts 
and Deacons a. And though the Roman Church uſed 
all means to force this Vow upon the Weſtern part of 
the Chriſtian World, yet in France Prieſts of old were 
allowed one Wife d. And in Germany, when the Pope 
laboured to bring in Single life there, almoſt Nine 
hundred years after Chriſt, it was oppoſed by Hularic 
Biſhop of Ausburgh in a very learned Epiſtle e. And 
Aventinus aſſures us, that Prieſts then had Wives in 
that Country, as well as Lay-men 4; he alſo highly 
cenſures Hildebrand, who above One hundred years 
after laboured by ill means to bring in zhar fooliſh and 
new Doctrine, and peſtilent Hereſy of making the 
Clergy renounce their Wives ©. The Engliſh Clergy 
alſo had Wives, if they pleaſed, till (as our Hiſtorians 
tell us) his Hildebrand removed married Prieſts from 
celebrating divine Offices, forbidding Lay-men to 
Hear their Maſſes, without any Precedent, and (as 
many thought) oz? of an inconſiderate Prejudice, a- 
gainſt the Opinion of the Fathers; which gave ſo 
great a Scandal, that no Hereſy did ever more ſadly 
Aivide the Church f. Yer he could not effett it bere, 
till the Cardinal of Crema, about Fifty years after, 
in the Morning forbia Prieſts marriage in a Coun- 
ci] at London, aud at Night was taken with a Leu 
2w0manz a thing indeed (faith the Hiſtorian) very 
_ ſcandalous, but it cannot be denied, and ought not to 
be concealed ?: They are Monks who relate the ſtory. 
And how much this Vow of Chaſtity conduces to in- 
creaſe the Holineſs of the tern Roman Clergy, and 


adds to the efficacy of their Prayers, one of that Cn 
re a 2 * i 


2 Concil. 6. Conſt, Can. 13. b Capitul. I. 7. cap. 93. & cap. 353. 
e Wolf. Memor. lect. Tom. 1. An. $61, | 5 
4 Aventin. Annal. I. 4. An. 940. | 
© Idem Annal. lib. 5. circ. An. 1080. 
f Radulphus de Diceto. An. 1074. Matth. Paris item An. 1074. p. 9. 
8 jorvallentis inter decem Script. Col. 1015. Knighton ibid, Gol. 
2382. & Math. Pariſ. An, 112292. | 
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ſhall ſpeak for me: 1 is ſuſſiciently manifeſt how far 
the Monaſtic life is degenerated from its firſt Ori- 
gina Their Religion is turned into Superſti- 
tion, and an empty ſpew of Piety ; their Riches have 
| choked their Devotion —ſo that you cannot find 
more licentious and profane Lives any where than 
in ſome Monaſteries h. As for the other two Vows, 
their Poverty is meer Hypocriſy, far their main buſineſs 
this ſix or ſeven Hundred years hath been to get Money, 
by all kind of Artifices ; which they ha ve plenty of 


in Common, and every Single man enjoys afluence 


under the pretence of having no propriety. And as 
to their Obedience, it prepares them to execute even 
the moſt deſperate Commands of their Superiors, and 
makes them dangerous to all who are not their Friends. 
Nor can they ſhew theſe Vows were ever univerſally 
impoſed in the Ancient Church: So that if they glory 
f theſe things, they glory in their Shame, and call 
their Novel Uſurpation on that liberty which Chriſt 
gave his Miniſters, by the falſe, but ſpecious Title of 
an Ancient and Catholic Tradition: And after all, 
the Proteſtant Clergy, both Married and Unmarried, 
do generally live more regular and ſoberly than any ſort 
of their Clergy do, and conſequently that God who 
heareth not Sinners, will ſooner receive their Prayers, 
than thoſe of ſuch whoſe wantonneſs is aggravated by 
moſt grievous Perjury. 3 

Pariſh. Zur he gave me one, notable proof of the 
Holineſs of their Prieſts, becauſe they can caſt out 
rhe Devil our of thoſe who are poſſeſſèd, as the A. 
Poſtles ana Primitive Paſiors did; which thing our 
Miniſters do not pretend to. 5 5 

Prot. Min. It is ſome Queſtion, whether there be 
any Perſons now that are really poſſeſſed; and it is cer- 
tain that divers Impoſtures of this kind have been diſ- 
cover'd to have been carried on by the Roman Emiſſa- 
ries for their own advantage, and therefore though this 
of | : "IIS 20 n be 
v Caſſandr. Conſult. art. 2.5, mihĩ pag. 698, 
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a time in which ſuch miraculous Operations, done to 
the ſatisfaction of 2 and inquiſitive Perſons, 

might be of great uſe, they are rarely pretended to by 
the Romaniſts of late. And we know this power of 
Caſting out Devils was a temporary gift, like thoſe of 
Tongues, Healing the Sick with a Touch, Cc. which 
were all to ceaſe, when the Goſpel was once planted; 
whence St. Auguſtine ſaith, Miracles were neceſſary 
before the IWorld did believe, that it might believe i. 
And again, When the Catholic Church was ſpread 
over the whole Wor is, aud eſtabliſhes, Miracles were 
not permitted to continue, eſt our minds ſhould al. 
qvays ſeek after viſible things kx. Wherefore in the 
fourth Century, thoſe who pretended to ſuch power 
were accounted Impoſtors ; for St. Hierom tells us this, 
that ſome fooliſh men iu his time feigned Combats with 
the Devil, that they might be thought workers of 
Miracles among the ignorant, ana get Money from 
the Vulgar i. Thoſe honeſt Fathers knew, That when 
the Faith was increaſed, Miracles were to ceaſe, be- 
cauſe the Apoſtle ſaith, They were wrought for the 
ſake of Unbelievers m. And they only were to do new 
Miracles who had new Doctrines to preach n. New 
Revelations, whether of the Law or Goſpel, needed 
new Miracles, but for the old Doctriues of both, 
none are now neceſſary o. So that we Proteſtants 
who keep cloſe to the Old Religion, taught by Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, and ſufficiently confirmed by real and 
well atteſted Miracles, do not pretend to work new 
Miracles; and they who boaſt of this power, give a 
great ſuſpicion they have a new Religion to advance. 
We grant there was in the Primitive Ages, though no 
diſtint order of Exorciſts (as now in the Reman 
Church) yet a power of Caſting out Devils: but in the 
fourth Century Exorciſing was no more than Catechis- 
iug the newly Beprized, and putting Principles in- 
| 10 
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„Greg. Magn. hom. 4. in Evang. Feri Comm. in lib. Judic, 
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| ro them contrary to rhoſe Teners they held while they 
ſerved the Devil. Hence Balſamon ex pounds Exorciſing, 
in the Council of Laodicea, to ſignify Carechizing the 
Unbelievers”Y, and Harmenopulus on the Council of 
Antioch expounds Exorciſts, Catechiſts 4. So St. Cyril 
adviſes his People ro make haſte to Catechizing, and 
with diligence to attend to the Exorciſms—which he 

ſaith, are divine, and gathered ont of God's Word r. 
And this kind of Exorciſing is uſed with great conſtancy 
and care by our Clergy; but to pretend falſly to a mi- 
raculous gift, which ceaſed long ſince, and to lay a bold 
claim to one of theſe gifts, when we have no ſhadow of 
the reſt of theſe gifts, which ought to remain now as well 
as Caſting out Devils; This we dare not do, for we do 
not follow cunningly deviſed Fables: Yet we can prove 
that by the Prayers and Faſtings of our Minifters, 
many have been delivered from odd and grievous kinds 
of Diſtempers; but we aſcribe this not to our Sanctity, 
or the merit of our Prayers, but to the infinite Mercy 
of Almighty God; nor do we call all the Diſtempers, 
of which we cannot tell the Cauſes, poſſeſſions of the 
Devil, to magnify our performances, when by good 
natural Means and Prayers the Perſon is reſtored. 
But I hope you will not think their confidence to be 
an Argument they are in the right, nor conclude from 
cur modeſty we are in the wrong, SG 
Pariſh. Jaamire how they can have the Forehead to 
boaſt ſo openly and conſtautly, that all the Holy Fathers, 
and all the Ancient Councils are on their ſide, in every 
point diſputea between them and tus, abhen the contrary 
is ſo manifeſt, that I am apt to think their Learned 
men cannot but know they evidence againſt them. 
Prot. Min. There is an undeniable proof of their 

knowing the genuine Fathers are againſt them, from 
their dealing with thoſe Ancient Writers, in whoſe 
names cf old there were near 200 Treatiſes put out, 


which 


- P Balfam. annot. ad Concil. Laod. Can. 26. 
% In Concil. Antioch. Can. 10. epit. Can. Sect. 1. Tit, 9. 
Cyril. Hieroſ. præf. ad Carech, pag. 4, & 5. 
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which Situs Senenſis, Bellarmine, Poſſevine, and 
other learned Romaniſts confeſs to be ſpurious; and 
yet divers of their Modern Writers in this Controverſy 
quote theſe forged Authorities againſt us, as is largely 
made out by divers hundred of Inſtances in Dr. James 
his learned Treatiſe of the corruption of Scripture, 
Councils and Fathersf, Secondly, Thoſe Works of 
the Fathers which are genuine and make againſt them, 
they make no ſcruple to corrupt, by adding, leaving 
out, and altering Words and Sentences in their late E- 
ditions of them, of which the aforeſaid Author hath 
given fifty Examples*. And the fraud of ſuppreſſing 
one whole Epiſtle of St. CHhryſoſtom's, which confutes 
Tranſubſtantiation, hath been lately made out by a 
learned Pen u. Thirdly, and eſpecially, This is clear 
from the myſtery of their Expurgatorian Indexes, by 
which they blot out, correct, enlarge, or alter all ſuch 
Sayings of Ancient Fathers and other Catholic Au- 
thors, as ſeem to oppoſe their Church's Opinions, and 
as a ſecret Committee of packt Inquifitors thus fits the 
Copies for the Preſs, ſo they are printed, ſold and read 
in all Countries of the Roman Communion : ſo that 
whoever ſells or reads any other Editions but thoſe 
which are ſo purged, is in danger of the Inquiſition *. - 
And in this point the Juncto of Cenſurers have taken 
ſuch ſtrange liberty, that in Bertram's Book they read 
Inviſibly tor Viſiblyy. And many ſuch like alterations 
they have made in other Authors, of which innumerable 
Examples are collected to our hands. It was intended 
by the contrivers of this Device, that the Cenſurers and 
Inquifitors ſhould keep the directions for theſe Altera- 
tions ſecret, and not communicate Copies of them to 
any Body . But by Providence the Index of Span 


1 | fell 
t Dr. Fames's Baſtardy of falſe Fathers, P. I. for 70 Pages together. 
t I bid. Corrupt, of the true Fathers. Par. II, | 
Appendix to the defence of the Expoſ. of the Doctrine of the 
Church of England, 1686. | 
* Dr. James of Indices expurg. Par. IV. 
Index expurg. oe pag. 57. 
2 Diploma Regis Hiſpan. in Indic, Belgic. Preiat. pag. 38. 
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fell into Proteſtant hands at the taking of Cas, and 
thoſe of Belgium and Rome were both at laſt procured 
with much e and are now made public, to the 
great ſhame of thoſe, who out of a diſtruſt of theif 
Cauſe, dare notlet the Ancients and others ſpeak their 
own ſenſe, but ſuppreſs the Truth, and ſuborn falſe 
Witneſs to ſupport their Novel Opinions; and we may 
ſay to them of Romeas Arnobius did to their Anceſtors, 
To intercept Writings, and ſtrive to conceal a public 
Evidence, is not to defend the Gods, but to fear the 
reſtification of the Truth a. However while They 
admire this policy, and Situs Senenſis in his Epiſtle 
to Pope Pius the Fifth, commends him highly for 
purging and cleanſing all Catholic Writers, ang eſpe- 
cially the Writings of the Fathers d, Je think it a 
ſufficient evidence of their being convinced, that genuine 
Antiquity is not on their fide. And I hope you are now 
ſo fully ſatisfied of this, that you will never be catch'd 
in this detected Snare. Ga T1 | 

Pariſh. Sir, I heartily thank you for this great 
Trouble, and I am abundantly ſatisfied, that their 
boaſting of Antiquity is groundleſs and vain, ana alſo 
that our Religion agrees with pure and Primitive 
Chriſtianity, as well as it doth with Holy Scripture, 
and therefore Treſotve never to forſake it, being now 
fore-armen and prepared for the aſſaults of any that 
fall attempt to ſeauce me hereafter. Rk 
Prot. Min. I could have made this out in more parti- 
culars, and given you many more Inſtances under every 
one of theſe Heads ; but theſe few of the plaineſt are 
eaſier to be remembred, and I have no time now to en- 
large: Therefore 1 ſhall Conclude with that Cenſure 
of one of their Inquiſitors upon the Opinions of Pro- 
teſtants, who ſaith, It is the moſt pernicious of all 
Hereſies, for ſome ſay, it hath continued ever ſiuce 


Pope Silveſter's (that is, Conſtantine's) time; and 


others 


* Arnob. adv. Gent. lid. * 3 
b Sint. Senenſ, ep, dedic. prefix. Bibliothece. 
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others affirm it hath been ever ſince the time of the _ 


Apoſtles . Wedeſpiſe Cauſleſs Names, for we rejoice 
with St. Paul, That after the way which they call 
Hereſy, ſo worſnip" we the God of duñ Fathers®, We 
neither need nor uſe any Artifice, but appeal to Scrip- _ 
tures, to Councils and Ancient Doctors, in their plain 
and natural ſenſe: We deſire all Perſons to read 
and examine our Arguments and Reaſons, our Proofs 
and Authorities taken from thence; whereas They 
(ont of a ſenſe of the weakneſs of their Cauſe) pro- 
ibit Bibles and Controverfies of Religion in the Vul- 
gar Tongue in Catholic Countries e, or allow them with 
oreat Caution only to ſome perſons. And here they per- 
mit not their Proſelytes to read thoſe that are writ on 
our fide, nor to exerciſe their Reaſon. or Judgment in 
any of theſe Diſputes; which methods are indeed very 
olitick, but to all confidering Men, they do very much 
| wean their Cauſe, and render it highly ſuſpicious g 
ſo that I hope you will be in no danger to bedrawn in 
to exchange our truly Ancient, for their pretended old 
Religion, to throw away your Liberty and embrace a 
| ſervile implicit Faith, to leave an Engliſh for a Latin 
Service, or forſake the whole Communion for one half 
of it. If Scripture and Fathers can ſhew any man the 
way to Salvation, you are certainly in that way; and 
if you live according to your pon Principles, no 
doubt you ſhall be everlaſtingly happy, and ſo I bid 
u heartily Farewes, OY ge 
Pariſh. With a thouſand Acknowledgments of your 
Favours, and an humble Petition for your Prayers on 
my behalf, I take my leave, and an your moſt 
Faithful Servant. eee | 
Reiner. Inquif. adv. hæret. cap. 4. 
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